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REMARKS 

Applicant has amended the first paragraph of the Specification to indicate the current 
status of the parent appUcation to the present application, Serial No. 09/152,564. 

AppHcant has amended claims 1 and 34, the only two independent claims &om the 
pending claims, to further clarify the invention and to further clarify the distinction between the 
claimed invention and Randehnan QJ.S. Patent No. 5,072,380). By this distinction, neither 
Rflndelman alone nor Randelman in combination witli Kaehler (U.S. Patent No. 5,798,931) teach 
or suggest each of the elements and/or limitation in the claimed invention as is required by 
MPEP § 2143.03. 

Applicant has amended claims 1 and 34 to clarify the nature of the "transaction guideline 
or limitation" phrase. The "transaction guideline or limitation" is a limitation "indicating 
whether the customer can purchase an item or service presented for purchase" as is now provided 
explicitly in the claims. Support for this interpretation can be found in the Specification of the 
present invention on page 56, lines 22-26, where it states thai: 

Attempts to circumvent the guidelinss or limitations will preferably result in a 
message to the customer or operator that the item or service presented for 
puTChase is not available to that particular customer when the trausaction is 
associated with the customer transponder.- These guidelipes and limitations may 
affect both fueling and non-fueling transactions, (emphasis added) 

r Using the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims, as is required under MPEP § 
^2111, it is clear that the "transaction guidehne or limitation" involves a limitation indicating 
whether the customer can purchase an item or service presented for purchase - not vaHdation or 
checldng of ci^t or billing information used to pay for such purchase. Randehnan discloses 
vahdating or checking of credit or billing information stored on a transponder at column 4, lines 
' 40-55 as is referenced in the Office Action mailed on March 24, 2004 on page 4. However, 
vahdatjon or checldng of credit or billing information regarding a purchase is not a limitation on 
' whether the customer can purchase an item or service presented for purchase, which is a 
^^transaction guideUne or limitation" as provided exphcitly in the claimed invention. 
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FurQier, Applicant has incJaded new dependent claims 37 and 38, which depend from 
claims 1 and 34, respectively, to add the fiirther Hmitation that account information is obtained 
from the remote communicatioD unit to use to authorize the transaction. Therefore, account 
infoimadon is not a transaction guideline or limitation. Support for claims 37 and 38 can be 
found in the Specification at page 1 8, lines 6-3 1 for example, 

Randelroan. Column 5. Lines 62-65 
The Patent Office also points to column 5; lines 62-65 of Randelman to support the 
position that the remote communications unit provides data needed for discoonts and authorized 
purchases or products and that it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to "limit a 
transaction to a purchase amount and control a transaction by preventing purchase of select 
( product." (Office Action mailed on March 24, 2004, p. 5). However, if the Patent Office is 
\ going to state that such information for discounts or authorized purchases is a "transaction 
J guidelines or limitation," then such information must control whether or not the "control system 
] will not further canyout the transaction if the transaction does not conform to the transaction 
/ guideUne or limitation" as provided in all of the claims (see last section of claims 1 and 34). 
/ As can be seen from Figure 3 of Randehnan and as is described at column 4, lines 21-23, 
it is at block 28 that the serv^ices are administered. The system at a later time in block 40 in 
Figure 3 and as is described at column 5. hne 33 through column 7, bne 20 records accounting 
and other information, such as discount or authorized purchases, to a customer file. Note that 
Figure 4, described in column 5, line 33 through column 7, line 20, is executed once the system 
reaches block 40 in Figure 3 after the services are administered in block 28, and thus^annot 
se rve as a liim t ation on the services rendered. 

This position on Randelman by AppUcant is further supported by the statement in 
Randehnan at column 4, lines 51-55 that "[i]f the query (38) is 'TES" then the vehicle is 
considered authorized, the transaction valid, and accounting or other business or statistical data, 
which may include customer preferences and/or services rendered, are logged (40)." Block 40 in 
only performed after the transaction is *Valid". Block 40 is a logging function that is not related 
to whether the transaction is carried out or not, as is required in the claims of the present 
invention, and thus Randelman does not teach or suggest the claimed hmitation that information 
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in the accounting record for the cxistomer relating to "discounts, and authorized products or 
purchases" can limit or control the transaction in the system in Randelman. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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